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Hr. William. Oiflhaasea 
910 16 St. # » 6th floor 
faahington, B.C. 20006 

Boar HU, 

So, you are not on tay “shit list" nod X have none. I reoojfcLxo tho position in 
you bt* «nd have toon and tho Impossibility of your* doing anything. 

I also recognise a lawyer's letter when X aee one. I agree with you that further 
correspondence cannot be fruitful. 

If yott had m an honest letter, like we can't do anything and I think 

it would bo beat Just to hope there is no disaster, I’d not have responded. But instead 
you writ© no a letter in which you ignore almost eveytbing I've said and our previous 
conversations in which you have expressed identically the concerns I have, this goes 
back to whan your office was cm 15th Street and you agreed when 1 pointed out Bud’a 
conflict of interest, which is only one of th* danger paints I regard as quite serious 
in their potential. 

Unfortunately, there i* such of which you have no knowledge. There ia xta 
nothing I can do about that. There ia also «uch of which you have personal knowledge 
in no way reflected in this lawyer-letter non-response, dad there is nothing X can now 
do about that. What will be will be. ky days of saving Bud from his was own aota are past. 

Sadi tine lit happened, and X recall clearly enough that this Includes in your preeeno e, ^ 

be had to hate no nor© for it. || 

Whatever nay have been in your tom-up 10 page response was not factual refutation 
of anything X r mi* because I told the truth an- you know it. Ton know there was an agree- 
neat with m* by Bud and its proviaiona. The first tine he violated it with an act as 
dis tin guishe d from noa-perfomoaoe I took it up with you, personally, because of the 
tro uble it could maan for him. X have done this on a number of occasions. While without 
doubt there have been times X have written yea l» anger, X oan't resell one when I wasn't 
trying to look out for ad's internet and to enlist your aid in protecting him from what ^ 

with a less lucky man would be its natural eonsequanoee. 

I agree with you on polarisation. This is inevitable unless I one is willing to 
indulg e Bud’s every whim and fodUahneas and aocept the abuse his sick ego requires, 
lou even talk like hi* when you talk about me "going public." I have no intention of 
tela but if I am forced to it bud's reputation and the interest of the firm have a very 
high likelihood of suffering. I'll not again lire through anything like I did in Memphie, 
in pakijn alienee. Tou were not there when I caught Bud and Bob contriving to what amounted 
to throwing tee oaoo - and many other disaster*, hor do you know what Jimmy ham told and 
written mo. 

Where you come into content with fact and reality I will respond. Whetbmr or not 
you road the letter, as you a ay you will not, io your affair. But I will not permit tho 
unanswered existence of a contrivance like yours. 

Bay and taxast Bud the lawyer had never taken the most elemental measures to bo 
within tie law on legitimately deductible expenses. I neither say nor believe that he ia 
not properly entirely within his rights in taking legitimate ooste of a JZ£ iffltt defense. 

Bat when I learned he had not taken the proper steps, first I consulted Idl, who la an 
expert. She agreed and at no coat to Bud carried this further and confirmed her opinion. 

I t hen took up with both Bud und Jimmy so tliat Bud oould, as the law requires, bo 
la a position to properly take proper expenses. And this was long after Bud bad started 
treating me as he has. 

The Valentine erttelei you call it what ia entirely unreasonable, “The pet tin ease 
in all thia absolutely astounds as." If this referred to Bud X oould understand it and 
agree. But it does not. If after four readings you consider it honest, fair « decent to 
ai m» Jin M no more tbwn a legman when he has dene virtually all the legal work it io 
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yiiji y nn rrm »«.«Kt» «nd further abuse of Jim. At the evidentiary h ea ri n g Bui wue off 
partying whan Jim «u wortetfuoh hoars and under suoh tension* that ha could not aloap 
even with sadioation. lou mil who prepared all the court papers of any con- 

sequenos and Bod didn't oven in arrangements for saving Jim the retyping of bin drafts. 

Jim had to ho hia own typiat, too. While cy anger over the Potomac rrlicle was largely 
^. T ) r » it dishones tly promoted hud and your firm at Jim's cost* I do not pretend 1 had 
no personal feelings. However, I have become used to this from Bud and his lite-daded 
Cronies and on ny own ba|alf would have been silent about this aheap publicity-seeking. 

Bui there is part of this of which you know and ignore and /-art of whioh you do not. Ton 
probably do not know that Bod asked me to prepara the outlines of the appssaoh for the 
r ir at hearing before Judge William William*. I did it, in writing, have assy copies, and 
you will find that where Bud did not huod ay advice Williams l to cover himself, not Bay) 
directed Bud to do exactly this. Bud. then took as to Mraphis, thin being among the reasons, 
BO I oould prepare "ob to do precisely this. X Ton do know that dad's preparation for 
discovery and the tearing itself consisted* in taking a Russian vacation. You do know 
that while he was relaxing and not paying me to do his work 1 did work out the entire 
case on effectiveness of counsel. You do know that X asked you to be hare with him whan 
X igid it and other needs out. You do know that there were agreements on legal needs 
and that because X know Bud automatically oppose whatever X suggest X asked that you 
be present. You do know that you agreed the evidence J ia and I got plus what I had earlier 
more than justified an opening constitutional motion. You do know that you did what you 
oould in preparation whan Bud's schedule of other cash-paying cases did not give him time. 
You do know that before we left for Aeaphia I checked this with you and you told me the 
drafts were in Bod's brief oase because you had put them there. And you do know that Bud 
never used thorn. (YOu do not too* that this year he oof eased to me that he now sees this, 
too late, as the major legal issue.} And the record will show that what wo did at that 
tearing e* /effectiveness of counsel la precisely what I laid out, the work I did without 
pay while Bud was living it up abroad. You do know that 1 even had a proposed list of 
witnesses and what eaoh oould testify to. (I still have it} Bud never took the time to 
even speak to some if not all of them. What you do not know is that while Bud was 
sleeping, beginning ab*ut midnight, I 1 joaftt typed up the questions to bo asked of 
five witnesses. Bud's job, uad after a sleepless night at my age went off to do other 
viork he should have dono anl didn't after handing this work to him when he had just 
gotten up and was still In his underwear. I couldn't be in court to help because I 
algo had to do some thin*; elec Bud should have dote and didn't, take our criminalist to 
prepare for hia testimony. I few in this testimony none of which Bud planne d or even asked 
for, Bud elected to go farthur than X had. this required the use of my work product, all 
Investigation X had told Bud waa neceasafby and he had refused to authorise in the sense 
of hia paying the nominal expenses. (And there are many he may yet have to face, H« has 
never sent me off to do investigating, bar, never asked me what I though had to be 
done, and even asked me to prepare the habeas corpus affidavits for his.) W Be at my 
own expends and without income, which meant increasing ay debt, 1 went off end did that 
any law student should have known had to be done. X told Bud of its results and told him 
X would not make any of this available to him without repayment of ay expenses. That night, 
knowi n g this - and I reminded hia, 1 think with Jim there - he learned he wanted to use 
this work. In doing it, because he had not prepared, he got kicked in the tooth. in court. 
Because it waa lilp-glldlng, although X had written exactly the seme thing inFrsmo-Bp, X 
did not plan it for that testimony. When on cur return I reminded Bud of this km and 
asksu Mm to repay me he wrote me a hand-wit ten ret© of which you do not have a cSpy, 
"Brown in your own bile." (Vwant to tell me core about my "irasibdlity?") 

More on the Valentine pieoel Bud killed an innocent but potentially helpful 
Ssy Playboy ajft.de. X am ptetty sure I wrote you about -this. It coincides in time 
with thi original writing of the Potomac pises, a fcud and firm promotion, from what 
XSX Paul told me when ha phoned on deadline to oheok a few points with me. Than he 
had hia friend Ouiooioni offer "im and me cash for an article that oould be hurtful 
to Jistay's interest. 

"Pettiness*" indeed! 
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Lumping me together with the CTLti lou can torture that paragraph as you please. 
^ aot^enf'uLthful* la hla account.) What you do not knSTSSu^ ST 
of objections to CTIA and the since-proven reasons, is that on many occasion* it 
and Bod personally represented my suits as CTIA's. I have this on a tape of Bud in 
pobllo ajfts aranss, in the writing of the CHl'i research director (quite unequivocal 
and without mention of ay existence) and from witnesses where Aid himself aade this 
f *i™"?** ** * ddltion ' thos * of the reoords of « litigation that Budhad 

^ in thow, of the Ct5 suTS directed Jto.^hao 

I complained, to get them and give the* to bo. In addition, despite my vrttton refusal 
to J ? '** ^ W ! ^, aa ' S ? Clated with 0114 and the explicitness with which Z said I would is 
confidence provide him with information and trust hi* but not that motley gang ha 

he r8gU ^T^f ilftd what 1 let have in CTlA’s files. SomeLfffr from 
fT 'T * Ji *' 8t *■*'• «d given to me. I still have these 

filas In CflA folders. Any mors dll lumps you want? 

to whatT^ Z r h& arti0l *‘ *" U *** Wow ie irrelevant 

C 1 * efa **!® ry if 1 inaccurate. Bud Usd and defamed me in what he said. 

W*ri? 8 L <S *S P “w° r Bait8 * *• *i«cified which o timers ha wanted to file for JIT 

lou tell me of a discussion with Ji* but not of what. Ask Jim. I was so sink o*»i- eh* 
““ nth " 1,88 vaa *° a for me and the mesa he had mads an all levels in C.A. 2301- 

70 and the verbal argument on appeal that first I left the appeals court liter ally in 
fear Id vomit and than declined, without insulting him, to let him file any others 
* Wanted t0 ' * specified the. and Jim does have^wle^ and diTfil. ^ 

Stn you enormous detail on fcckx this and a thicker file than you have on the work 2nd 
aaksd of me and changed hie mind and what he did not «k TlJtSZ ££ft £ 
turned out to be essential. (These are not the only months he wasted for me His 
lying to both im and me on the habeas corpus is an «rw»t p Tv Jim may remember but T 
finally protested in writing.) However, through all of this, irascible as you and he 
say I am, I defy you to cite a case during all the long time 

up or evon after the court of appeals fiasco that I uttered a single erititi^word to 
him. Mot even when he regplarly agreed to do what turned out to to £5 

he t han never consulted me about and never did. I didn't even recriminate M. 

letting Werdig shift the burden of proof on him despite the language of tte law. 
it thia only a partial history ana he lias this brandy and without any need 

L°s * ‘ v W.U.WW d.f— 

p “ rtl “ 1 * rt » •»« ‘»» — W jut ut, I da 

T&ose collect calls > I know of none in my interest. I know of n"i« that was 
persona! or social. They wore all for him. When you have had new employees I hare 
told each to accept non. without hi. <*, . preoition neither £ 

iTba^in^ii^^ V 11 ^ tiw l8at * he took * **• «■ interrupted. Ho promsied to call 
tL^nLS Z J Bt ana Wait8d “ d waited * »rt night 4m told me that despite 

W ? U ® ** wer ® ^^8 “ d be got another call hs tooiS*;* 
~^ 8l “ *1**' « -ould Just be chewing the same thing over again. ltT?i 

thing. 2 atill have the notes I prepared before calling h i m . The first Item mb* ...... 

* , » at - iht ' r, “ *■ » f»p«™ am to s<-jy T?fLi? T 

•esinat accusations X had knowledge were to be made about him Th*v n1 . 

^ T9 b ? en edited oat * a »w this wqs recent, after all of what I regard 
of personal abuse by Bud. There was nothing possible in it fwm* 
tLSa^LrSf At ' mT l w ? rk t0 d0 sparing for him without compensattoS, without 
, p r 8pe0t “ ore ^tred from hia abd vilification. VheJT^u t^k «y 
^ JS}!' y ° a T of “V ««« that was personal on ay part Sr to any^L 
ofifno^ *** ?riTate ° r Pera ° naI ****** « Part, I invite your making ? 


in the 

record 
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Tsars ago, with Bud and Ida abortion and his assembly of nute the clincher but sot 
the ixttiai cause, I had to rethink and recast the role I could aervpfW. It haa ^qoired 
of as that I seep complete records. loo will make a serious aiotake if you think 14* 
not haws thJkS if you do not assume that in all significant oases I do ***** *?*•* 
out of mr possession. If any of this comes to a question of lawyer’s letters I do not 
for a minut e think any will oerre any purpose, lather do I think there would be the op- 
posite effect. 

On the record of financial abuse there is what ranges downward from the agreement 
we did hare and subeequsntly pat into writing to hia potty chiselling on small sun* that 
are awn pettier than the case ef the pictures I've mentioned. There was even one when 
a oharas-card bill came in late and he was indecent on hi* oomwmt on that petty sun 
for «fcich he w as to have been repaid anyway, part ef the to hia coatlpaa wild-goose 
chase on which he had sent me. To justify his own aiok thoughts he even told people 
who ware worried about how I oeuld mate out that he was supporting me. Hot these 
sxaot words but words they so interpreted and eo told me. Thera was a tin* 

bsq to undertake something for hi* in New Orleans for which he gave me 4100. Gan 
you conceive of this as possible? Another time be asked m to make preparation to go 
there for two weeks with hia and A© oertaia work with him, I made the arrangements, had 
to go through with then, he ohanged hie adnd without informing **», and left tie hooked, 
this remains part of ay unpaid debt. Once whan ho wanted to have me spend tine with hi* 
and I had to go borrow something loss than WOO where I knew I could get it ha offered 
to lend it to m until two checks die aw reached me. Whan I received the first Ifent 
it to him promptly, only to receive it hack with a grossly and needlessly insultO.'etter 
that ha had no intentions of becoming one of ay creditors. Considering that * owed no 
ao^MOled critic money and aany ewa *a eons that axe ooneiderable for me, that I had not 
of He but accepted Ms off ar for hia convoaienoe and that I kept my Mlt and 
•van when farthur, did not await the coming of the second check to return the so* 
represented by the first, this wae a vilification and a representation of whet i have 
eollod hie aioloeea m this subject. I feel sorry that a man of hia means ie driven to 
aach extremity and that you are Impelled to attempt a defense ef so miserable a record 
ot such long standing. 


This is tax from a full record. It ie a response to the kind of letter you 
for your own reasons wrote. 

This whole thing is mot yet at its end, whatever that and may be. But it is not 
going to disappeaT- by the wave of a aagio wand or the writing of a self-serving, nea- 
responslve letter. 

I wish you had the remotest idea of what all of thio has cost me in so agfiy 
way* Or had the decency to ahov* some reflection of your personal knowledge of that 
•f which you know. And not pretended that yon have not shared ay apprehensions end 

expressed thaw and your Inability to do anything about their cause. 


Sincerely, 


Harold Weiaberg 



